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1 . Claim 12 has been cancelled in the amendment received on 01/16/2003. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

States. y^^^ P"°r «o the date of application for patent in the United 

1. Claims 1-9. and 13-19 are rejected under 36 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Suzuki e, a, (US 4.506,037) as set forth in Paper no. 5. Witti regard to daims 2. 3, 5. 
Since Suzuki is using the same kneading process and the same composition to form 
a porous film and the amount of the hydrophilic thermoplastic resin employed 
ovehapping with the specific range required by the claims, and further, the contact 
angle ™.h water is related to the amount of the hydrophilic thermoplastic resin, it is 
the examiner's position that the contact angle with water of the porous sheet would 
be inherently present. In addition, since the porosity dictates the void distnbutlon and 
the Sheet of Suzuki has the porosity meeting the requirement of the dain^. i, is the 
examinees position that the pores per m2 on the surface would be inherently 
present. With regard to daim 7, Suzuk, disdoses the foam product compnsing a 
themioplastic resin and a powder of hydrophilic resin in an ar«,unt of 30 to 250 parts 
by weight per 100 parts by weight of the thermoplastic resin (column 2. lines 62-63, 
column 5, lines 29-30). The extruded sheet is stretching (column 10. lines 22-24). It 
is the examiner's position that Suzuki antidpates (he daimed subject matter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

4. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Suzuki et al 
(US 4,506,037) as applied to claim 1, further in view of Arai et al (US 4,686,1 18). 
Suzuki teaches the hydrophilic powder can be melamine resin, phenolic resin 
(column 2, line 63). Suzuki does not specially disclose the hydrophilic powder being 
an alkylene oxide polymer. Arai teaches the hydrophilic powder being an alkylene 
oxide polymer, melamine resin, or phenolic resin. It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ an 
alkylene oxide polymer as the hydrophilic powder because of its ready availability 
and economic advantage. 

5. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Suzuki et al 
(US 4.506,037) in view of Arai et al (US 4,686,1 18) as applied to claim 10 above, 
further in view of Fujita et al (US 5,059,630). The combination of the Suzuki and Arai 
fails to teach the alkylene oxide polymer is a reaction product of an alkylene oxide 
compound and a dicarboxylic acid compound. Fuji teaches the alkylene oxide 
polymer is a reaction product of an alkylene oxide compound and a dicarboxylic acid 
compound (column 4, lines 6-14). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ an alkylene oxide 
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polymer as a reaction product of an alkylene oxide compound and a dicarboxylic 
acid compound because of its practical and economical method of preparing the 
alkylene oxide polymer. 

Response to Arguments 

6. The art rejections over Fujita or Yamanaka or Akiyama have been overcome by the 
present amendment and response. 

7. The art rejections over Suzuki et al (US 4.506,037) have been maintained for the 
following reasons. At the first place. Suzuki discloses a resin foam comprising about 
50 % by weight of thermoplastic resin (example 2). Suzuki further discloses the 
thermoplastic resin being a combination of polypropylene and polyvinyl alcohol that 
is a hydrophilic thermoplastic resin (column 2. lines 20-40). Suzuki teaches the 
hydrophilic thermoplastic resin can be melamine resin, phenolic resin (column 2. line 
63). The extruded sheet is stretching (column 10. lines 22-24). Secondly. Applicant 
merely argues that a liquid absorbing capacity of 0.5 ml/m2 makes the film of the 
present invention distinguished from the film of Suzuki. However, since there is no 
evidence to show that the film of Suzuki can not achieve the a liquid absorbing 
capacity within the range set forth in the claims and the porous film of Suzuki meets 
all the recited structure required by the claims, it is the examiner's position that a 
liquid absorbing capacity would be inherently present. Products of identical 
chemical composition can not have mutually exclusive properties. In re Spada. 15 
USPQ 2d 1655(1990). 



Conclusion 
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8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and 
any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing 
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply 
expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hai Vo whose telephone number is (703) 605-4426. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tue-Fri, 8:30-6:00 and on alternating 
Mondays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Terrel Morris can be reached on (703) 308-2414. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 
(703) 872-9310 for regular communications and (703) 872-931 1 for After Final 
communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 
308-0661 . 




TERREL MORRIS 

HV SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 

March 1 9, 2003 TECHNOLOGY CENTER 1700 



